
BIOLOGICAL AND TOXIN \JEM?ONS CONTROL: BM2KGROUND 

In recent decades the growing possibility of 
biological warfare spreading disease over large 
areas of the world has lent a powerful impetus to 
efforts to bring biological weapons under control. 
During the past year these efforts successfully 
culminated with the negotiation of a convention 
prohibiting biological and toxin weapons -- the 
first true disarmament measure of the post-World . I ;:!r‘ :I ei-a. ',"\LQ con\rc:ltio;i 7.7~1s ne~;oti~tel ?Z‘J7 tl.e 
i-t ;) ;:- ; tt I- P r c. a _ L of tile. ~::o:ci-&ttep_ on 1 .isanxment (C(S > 
in :“ci1c?vn ;:n(l f-:,e Un:.tccl l.a-cions &er.;=Ysi Assembly, 

Shortly after his Administration took office, 
President Nixon ordered a review of US policy regarding 
chemical and biological warfare. On the basis of this 
study, the President made a statement on November 25, 
1969, in which he renounced all biological methods of 
warfare and stated that henceforth the US program 
would be confined to research on strictly defined 
measures of defense, such as immunization. The 
~efenso Department was instructed to draw up a plan 
for the disposal of existing stocks of biological 
agents and weapons. 

On February 14, 1970, the White House announced 
the extension of the ban on biological weapons to 
cover toxins. (Toxins fall betieen biologicals and 
chemicals in that they act like chemicals but are 
ordinarily produced by biological or microbial 
processes.) 

11~ his November 25, 1969 statement the President 
allnounccd US support for the principles of a draft 
convention on biological warfare which had been 
proposed to the CCD by the United Kingdom. The UK 
dr;lft convention prohibited the development, pro- 
due t i on , stockpiling, and use of biological weapons. 
At the suggestion of the US this draft was amended 
:n lY7i> to include a prohibition on toxins. 



Throughout 1970 t'& United States ~~\.re active 
support to the British draft convention ZL the CC; 
and at the UN. However, the Soviets, their allies:, 
and a number of other countries continueti to insis: 
on a single agreement banning bot'h chemical and 
biological weapons. 

The US and some of its allies pointed to the 
difficulty of adequately verifying a G' ban 6~2 saFn 
that negotiations should proceed cn a 3-W ban where: 
these problems did not arise. The US delegation ht 
the CCD emphasized that unlike biclogicai weapons, 
c&mica: weapons have been used in modern warfare. 
They are more predictable and controllable than 
biological weapons, and they form an important part 
of the arsenals of many states. Thus, only when 
cocintries can assure t;hemselves that parties to an 
agreement are no longer developing, producing, or 
stockpXing chemical weapons will there be a sound 
basis for a reliable chemical warfare convention. 

During the 1971 spring session of the CCD, the 
soviets changed their approach and tabled a draft 
convention prohibiting the development, production, 
c;nG stockpiling of biological weapons and toxins, 
but not chemical weapons. 

After this important Soviet move it became 
possible to work out an agreed US-USSR text during 
the summer session of the CCD. In the ensuing dis- 
cussirsn:; a number of cCD members favored strengthening 
c ;1i; cmmi tment t;, furthe c negotiations on CW as weli 
,; s : K LiC \,y:,rification provisions of the draft. After 
the = iJ :<: ;: hd been modified by the acceptance of some 
oil cixzse chariges 'r a consensus was reached at the end 
of SepL2n5er, and a draft RW convention was submitted 
LO Ll-ie 26rh iW General Assen’bly for its consi-deracion. 
i-1 / ine dra,'t treaty was caref,uily reviewed by the 
General Assembly, where it gained broad approval. 
fn Yis stdtemcnt c.o ;h~ First Committee, US Ambassador 
i3LiSh czlied it G "soii~i :~chlevcmerLt, . . . an achievement 



t l-1 a i: c 2 n e%imi.nate the threat of tne use of disease 
iAS n mcLhod of warfare. It is an agrecmezl. :;&I; Ls 
in chc interests of all governments; it is In riie 
interest of all mankind." 

Tix &aft eonventbn wa8 cotr~cnded by the &neraf 
Assembly on Pecernber 16, 1971, by a vote of 110-G-L, 
It Is being signed today In Washi~gto::, London and 
Moscow, It will :i;o into effect when ratlflcd Sy 22 
countries, incl*uding the three depositary states 
ws., U.K. and U.S.S.R.) 

Among its provisions, the convention contains 
an undertaking by the parties to continue negotiations 
in gooil fait'n wLch a view to reaching early agreement 
on effective measures for a chemical weapons ba,r,. 
In this connEction, work has continued at the CC3 
toward .sooLvirrg the complex problems involved in a 
;3rohibction of the development, production and 
stockpiling of chemical weapons. ACDA's research 
program in the field of chemical weapons has con- 
centrated on solving the technical problems involved 
in verifying compliance with such a ban. This has 
included studies of the utility of economic controls 
in supporting the verification of a CW ban. In 
adilition, ACDA personnel have conducted field studies 
c~)nccrn~d with transportation and storage of chemical 
iig,tints and munitions and are continuing to monitor 
riic liS Army's destruction programs for chemical and 
biologf cc: L :~~capons. 

1,~ is e:;pected that measures to effect a ban on 
i‘hp!--j c;'i 2 Li weapons will continile to be a topic for 
discus-;iclns at the CCD in 1972. President Kixon 
resubmitted the Geneva Protocol of 1925 to the US ,> bixIl(3tc [.jj; j-y-s CAdvice and consent to ratification 



There are now 98 parties to the Protocoi, 
including all of the NATO countries, Japan, the 
Warsaw Pact nations and Communist China. Although 
the US is not yet a party, it has supported the 
Zrinc'Iples and objectives of the Trococol. 


